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. 3. Rabun Fmulk
Twiggs County Attommey
Jefisrscuvilla, Georgia (s

Beoxy ¥r. Pauik!

Tlis .8 {0 riference tc y ar sebelgsicn o
ths Attormgy Ceaeral porsiznt <o Jection § of rie
Voting Bights At of 1867 of four polling plaze
eharges, vecalved Jily 3, 1572, ond 1371 usmorgic
Laws, Bo. 845, wecelvod July §, 1377, Addlzdieonsl
felorme > {um pertinent to Aot ko, €49 vyaus racaived
Qily 19 aut 21,

¥ have ecazidared beth submittes plans and
spporeicg ixformarion as w=1l as data compiled by
the Duzesn of che Census and informecion and
eozaents from interszced pavties. On the basfie of
thia dnforustion the AtZorney General will not object
to the pollirg place chenges.

With res;cect to it Bo. 649, however, on tha
basis of the {aformetion available to us we ar2 unablae
to eorzlude, a&s we must under the Yoiing Rights= Act,
thet this plan does not have "ha purpoae end s7All not
bave tho effect of danying or abridzing che right to
vote on account of race or color, I must, therefore,
ot behalf of ths Artorney Cuneral irnterpose an
oblecrion to tha implamentaticn of rhis plen,




Our declaica L3 bescd ca cthe finding that
Eegro votar reglstration in the Jeftaracaville-
Bluff district amd the Terversviilce~Shady Grove
distTict emcoads whilte vweter vuglatration,
whoress registered Kegru votars are i the
ninerity eccunty-wide, Thus the voling strenzth
of the Bzgro community would be riufiized and
effectively caaceiled out by 9ubbfrﬁance into one
ceunty-widec maolti-mesber disrric: wr ar this plaa.
See Whiteovh v, Chavie, AUt U.b, 124 (1571} Alles
v. foard ef Blectivee, I3 V.S, 5 ‘1}‘*}. 4L s
ve Richardsnn, 385 U5, 7o (1548}, Ezeiiea v,

2 o 373 C.8. 437 (lb’r£5), _:_:j:_t»" s J-)-’“'i.‘; Y
(€A, 5, Bo. T1-145t, April T, i ia); srme ol
m W.gc TiXe Flry Aeris{l. 147 "2
application Yor sray <wedov, _ V..
Eo. A=T95, Fab, F, 1572); simc o n. &_;5, Gilosia érdar,
Bo, 1744%-8, Jan, 3, 1872); Bucals o scicfihe
(E.b. La., ko, 71202, Aus. 2. , Z*?!). The diluts
etfoct of the uliiecenber dinty il Jovic? on bisch
voting srrengzih {in Twizgs Cch‘y s e nified by the
elactisa @f cormissioners fro. tchxxan»; disrrious
e g3sentielly 8 gost sysies == 0.0 ths peqQuire @av
of a majority of vouies to dc:t Lt a prisary and
geasrsl electicn, Tha raciall dlﬁ:ri.in&.o.)
effect of such devices (o the sputext ol pulcle
rasber disrricts haz been recogaizod ta Cravss v.

res3, supra, Slip Uplnion at 38; Zuasien v. Scoit
(L.8. R.C,, No. 2665 - Civil, Jau. v, 12723,
. Blip Cpinlon at 17, n. 9; and §!=5 +. Axs, supys.

. -
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¥e bhav. reached our cuncluzios voluctontly

becruse we umderstand fully the cerplexicies (nvolveed

iz designing, a3 regpecrtionsien: plaa whi R wezre (he




neads of the county and 1.« ciiizens and, &t the
same time, complies with th2 mandates of the Federa!l
Congtituticn and laws, ¥z are persuaded, however,
that the Voting Rights Act raquires this resulc,

0f course, Sccticn § permiis you to seek a
declaratory judgmen:t from the Cistrict Court for the
District of Columbia tha: chiz plan neicher has the
purposs nor will have the effect of denying or
abridgirg the right to vote on accoumt of race.
Until such a judgmanc is reuderad by that ccurt,
however, thc legal effe~i of thz chbjiscilon of the
Attorney Genersl 18 ro rendsr unanfisrcencle chis
reapportiommont plan,

tincerelT,

CAVITY Lo L TSAR
Assistant Atcorrsy Gonoral
Civil Rights “dvisior
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